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Rlf'UM RRTRR 
srtir-jRRT 

r| faMY, 30 mF-T, 1994 

sthtri: T-t-tm 

ftfrcr -RfR ir^rnfr rttttrt *pr % mhot % rtrtt 
% ifTEr if RTiRfWf ^rfR amfms f^pf 1 

r. 14 / 50 /93-nt Rf ff.~-T w Tram % mt 1932 4 
;pn T niiM'srT RtRTsj*n 2W rWrrr, 1975 Rfr RfRRprr £fra; 

(RRR R?T ’rt RF^ft TT spp WIT trfaf’RR nf 'TijRTR, 

jjrtrpt rrt ifTTi^r sft^ ctPt tt ferfiRr) fRUKiRR)., 19 s 5 nt 

SRTR *t JtT, 

it. ftvurf^ftr:—• (1) RRfn Jnrffer^T^r if tp^r 

fRRRf % RRFTR RR*T, 199 3 4 rfiRRR mf Rf sfr RTRRimptf 
rrtfffqiTBR-, rr£ r, lift far rfr 4 mvTtRmR >Nfa nr 
rrr rtrirr g, mp fhft fafiRR from rpr iff | faRR 
RfR RRRTRf RRIRR iJR iff mirffaRTFR' RiflR (fsRPFT W RtR 
ml it tie* if jnr |) *f7 sfaR nr mrPr ^rfr wi 

(:>) RRfn RTifTfsTnT mfSrmf 9 RTTRfn RfRRRn Ifrar 

tifufm, 1975 <FT wg^t-l =5 utwqr 2033.40 % TWT ®frr 

vrri’i ®TT9TT inttinw (rttIrr rrj Ppmr rrt RtfRR r^ftt m 

WHlf^T) n RTfl uMn 29 1 1.40,08 F RlffR RTF RFf nTR 


RRRrfr rrirr £r ml at rt % rfr if mRrcr % writ it 

mRTPTf npfRlfT Ppr mR RT^R n 7TR9R if ftRTRT 0 7-01-9 4 

"St RtfRfRn ^rrt am rpfrt *fr i 

(3) RRfn imTTf^r RTfijnrff R sttr ifRfaR fRRfan f rrt 
wniRnf, fRRfrn £»r % ri'fn'nTfirmt afV famTrTRRprf m*r Rimf 
Rfl IT TTRT^ =fr «fr ^IT STTW ST FlF iftTT ftm f=r ^ 

fnfirr **r if mT^sr-ar^ srr^ fimT sr^: ^ sflr 
mpN ^ i 

(i) aw% rninr^ srrftr^PT a f ; rmfsTPa-^ fTrrfwf"?" 
Tfipr ttpr.i^i mm- *tn7f % Ptf w sriRRRf 4ifr >fr:—. 

i- 4 *t 4 ^F'fOT ^Rnrr^f 4 ft 

2. WT fir^T^FT ftr^jpr, ifWT 

3 . (jT'ft%tr, fuFTi AtA, 

4 . ^riifiFT iVirPiR, rV^t 

5- 4*i'l 'T 4, if'foi'T T7 T0Tj ■J.'TFT, rM 
6 , R*t 4 StKITR ^TRTr^ RTfe, 'TT'TR STtf^T, tflR 

( 5) IT4ft, J(h 1IT T * 4 f’l■ 1 \ TTR % 41 f if Rr-T RRRl*if RR- 
TRT ^ If! ftRf fFPT JRTRPT Ff , <fr gPRR fTTT W RT afk 
Rifr RRifir ferr rrt rt fi; r rtr ffwf'nrf/ jwraff 
rriij £ fu t rrJ '£afr r| R^rRR’r nr ftRfn 2 8RRRi F f, 1991 
rr Rim rr £ 1 rr aRRim'ft nr rr-c '^rR nf sffRR RTffrr 
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q^Tsft'T rftv: V feftn 31 - 3-1994 qn W ft qf mfn fqqEm 
W'T'Tf-’TTifr mT r ife qn I ffq % f-TtlT ^TT'Trr nq WtIw nferq 
*r rfmqq % mm <p- nfmr mfen nt n> wf mfrm 30 
nsfa, 19 9 1 nr f^qr qqr I JTT'T'TP-, qrfqfqn qnmf Tr mfen 
*r?t '<fr felfm ISntK 1994 % Wl qmn T fmtn IS qf, 1994 

nr fen qrn 1 % q nt mm qqq Fm afiT q fr q 

fnrin 1 a inf, 1994 ntgf qferfqn ’jmrrf infr Tiffer fif 1 

(fi) mrfn mrqrmff mf tfrqfnmq nrmqnr mn qqfnmqT 
sftr qmr |iq Fqrfmmf nqrfqmnr. £nnmq nt nt mfr qf «ft 1 
frmn niqf, 1991 nr iff qrnqfqn qqqrt if qrfqmmqf fern 
qnrq nV fmqfqffeT mmqnf n qfqfqfer mrfcnr ®f :—• 

(1) irqq ^fq?rr nrqrnjfcnmr rraq nfqqqq Ft , (2) irqq nfq- 
htt ym fT . nfq ( 3 ) ifqq nt . ^*r mq nr . Ft . 1 

2. qYqnrnTMf q fqrqfqfaq ft'qaft qr sr-nro mm--- 

(n) fn Fqfern/fqm-Tn fmr mfej fer t m-ikT qq-mm nr 
nrf ifr rrfqfqftr ijqqrf if qqfwq T^f qF t fe mfef 
qjqpnfr nr st nm 1 ferr; 

(n) fn nrq mqmqr m ijm %■ nrf qf qf nr fqqfq qfrm 

if fqmqr fqrrqq nr rft «ff 3 ftn q?f qq% -M I H T ^ T ifm q vft nR 

?> qf «ff; 

(q) fn mq if |n nrqrq fr qrfefqqTqrqqf nr mmfqn 
win ff sfh nn wmffq qmrqn fern tffqq nr mrqf 

qPnr fmfr nfqq if nq nfe % fmt ^ fe qrr 1 sqsnrn 
qfq arfq §£; 

(n) fn npTTupqr qfnq nFjFi'qq, (irrfq wf-rq atm) fif 
urn svs (1) n qqmq %qfrq qn^T- sm rfqq nfa-^rffr qrn 
n^r InF qnf % nrnq qfq n nr<j qfr 5‘Fr 1 

3. nrTqfqn qqqff if mf qf nr nTqrfm nf j ' qqfnrTjff 
art*- qqnf rnfrlqmrq jin simr mi ■jqn Marr fqqm'r if^nr 

f-nn n'tpr n fq*qninp- | ■— 

(n) ftr nrnr qj-mr if nfiTTinqr Tim TffMfnm, 1975 
Yf um O’! (i) n jpffqq if fqrT ^ qqjrpff WPlf qff qq 
1994 n nfa^nr m fnrr >n 1 nq: qim aif m niTf ^rfq 

srnTWq nrqr wtthw ‘•fr 1 

(n) fn mf ^ff iff nr wth mfqjfffnq n Mqqfn nT 
fiprfr fq; fnqr w nr 1 rf{nr n"jq rmFnr nur firsn n srr? 
nri'q srifirinfnT n mrij n^iKn mrr fqqfqn «f iq ?r rqrfqq 
pf qqr nr 1 qrTTnrfr up=n nrrrq q mrfrrrfrTnq n fqqfn TrsrfYpr 
imrq q?qqqT nr 1 n'T^rr^q ifqt-TTT tstYt n nnrq nq^iii nr 
q'pfr nr 1 

(q) fn rrm-ftn nrf sff nf Frrqqfqr f^Tirq ’?tt qq, q?'f qn 

if fmif sr-iT qnrq n^ftm srqr’t q'fq nTqq nf 
qimrr nr qf 1 

(n) fn nrqrrq q-q ftntrfqq % P-fT qqic T inqrfrqwsq q^f 
■ft 1 

(7) fn nrf q'r qf afnA'niq nfqq qqnr ^tt tt snrTm 
nff «fr 1 


qTJflfqFqe mftriTrff nr fqnpf 

9. qfqffqrnij nifimp'r (fr. r {.) q snr qFfrfqrr qinf 
$ qir mi fTOf fAf r^ fanix nr ^q liu rrqq f mi n; 
f tr ^ qm fn ■—- 

(1) ^frq 4 RTT 4 f qqRpq nf am 9 (>j)(T) n nan 
nfogfqq m firnr qqT % 1 nr: T^rimr mrq nr t-qrq if 
t.Yt grr fnrfr nr nrrp: nr fnqfFrFr Tr q^f fnrr nRT nTfifn 1 
riqFnf, qFnq, srfq sffr nr^r-f tr nf Fra n’ - qr afqr 1 qnftfq- 
fm-T RtErnTA n't n't^m trnnrf % nq;qT^ mm ttt inr fn 
fqr.rfnfnr Hn^q if fafifq iff nTqr 1 

(2) tq npr t t fanr? m?fT ^ fn m mYi mf fr v inmi 
nt n'nff nfmr fsrnr nfmff if n*r nmqf tt qnr mm tst i 

(3) q^ npr nn 5‘r qnq'r & fn nrmffq «rrf Tf fr tfi nrqn 
gqf%TT nqmn q^T ’ft iff nfifn qn 1992-93 *f twr mqiq 
m m ?r 1 fen ni 1993-94 if snm Tinnr 92 nfqvtq ffn 
nr 1 qnfrrqfrir mfirnnY f rrfrq nr gf qrmfqn 3 T*,nr nr 
fqvrW nm w qpn nr qfmr nnmrr qf S; 1 

(4) nprmnf f ct w ft fe asf fnnr qqr fn q-ranq 
jpr n FqqW qqfn qrortf q^f 'fr 1 

(5) qnfrfcr nrFmrff ^ anFm fqaW n aqiTRTn' 
mnrqn nrof qf nmfnfr nfqf sftn nwr mrm fnqr 1 m 
fnair ir fqrqFrfinr qmnnf n qr^Tn if rrn nfq nr qf :■— 

^ 1) qqq fqqnfr trrqflqqq fq, 

( 2 ) ifqq jfFyfqqr nffmm, fq, 

(n)qtqiffmn mtn, 1993^ niffqm^, 1993 nn "ff 
nnfn w aff qf 1 

(7) fqqfqnf ft nrf ?nfr frrqq F qnfrfMFT r T aTfimrff 
qnqT nrq irw •JrrqnEf n niw qn sfT Tr%q fqqq 
1 1 % mfTF rrFfqn fmnn fqnrq fe 1 

n. fqqinrrFq qqrrq, qmq qnrc nfp- qr^-fpr qnfq 
(n) fqnTrrarq affn q?»q qfrm 

9 ^q qfn F nf m nnr fen qm $ mr nmqffTmq 
rfrn !f nf wpqfq jffqippm nFm nrafqqq, 1975 4 ?f mj^Tf- 
1 % sfpf % 2933.40 n mfr sfrr qpqfq '-qrrn- aiffqnrr 
(’jiffaq Pmmr sftr nrfnq 5 rwfr T r nrarfer) n nan n. 

2933 4 n. ns n nan trmt t 1 

9 nq Tnm m fnfqqf q feqnq, stqWfq. nqrqfn, qliferq 
nrqfq n. q-ffnaq nrq nrfq q fen f 1 mnn 43£ qn ^>wTr>- 
q*qq fqftq in & feqnf wrrfnn wr miqq 0.S52 aim 
^1 vq 2-fqqncn-i fnnrq arffq % am q qf mm mm £1 
qqrr nmq wrmftffe-mT ifq- Tqfqn , mmwiqq?ff tnrqr n 
Prfqqfn q fen mm fr 1 ^fq qqqrft mnn n fmrfqq 
nrf nr nr fjr nr^ ir q:q fq -rmr nm if qmTfmr q>u 
fqqfqq nr f fr ft finT er Sr 1 

t qmfrq mffq 

111. mfqr-T ifo 4 fqmqt nr-Tfqrn fn., mr— 12 nq qf-13/1 
qq nrf ?l m suf^qn rrfmr, mn-qu 2301, fmm maqr, 
qmm r -j nV qq 4 aFrffen *ffqn~q Er , rrqq Tfmr fnfeq, 
mfiqq qr=m, qwr t 400023 nr vtt q mn^ Tf qf f 1 mm 
if nrf fr m m fnfmrfq nnr ft rnmnn'r sr?r fnm 
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['RTF I- -*r»Y l] 


VTy=T RT TTRFF: FFprptJi 


T-TTF RT FTTFF RT !JRFT if RTFF if Rtt wftTR 

fjTTj^: *nt S', ffft yft rIfft tr Mr fator rr 

=TR RPR TTFFT fw fq-»iT RTF FR RlFO wfjj, Tftfar 
rftft $f ftft, Rr rff % f*rn 44 fpttr ft sffft 
stfif tyt i 

Hi FRY if TOFT F 7 Jf^rr ^ ifFT R fspr Firfife'F 
srrfawT 4 rf f^w >t 7 fFRp faqr 4 t ryttf % ?iro 
jpjfR, «jr*nT ttf'tf, firfr trtr, rtf jtrft 4Y 7 tw fasft 
FTF RT ft-Jpr 4 JRf-W 4 1 


RTFT | I YHffsfTT, FTFRFR if^F, (Trq Ft F# FTRRT FT upr 
TT'TFT TTfafTYF T 7 R RT T^RTF RTRT, IJHTtFF FF1 WF 
3ft 7 yfa FT f4qW) fFFFRRT. 1 >18 5 R foFF 2 (f) R FR 
FT 7- F Rf RQTF £ I 

t Fr*n fj T ^"f 

1 1- FlfRYT FFTifr 4 F FT FTF R TJTt Ft iff Ft FtR 5ftFFT 
FT FIFFp't S^F Y>t sftT FT St J^'fF YF IPtf FT ft# 
FI FT For Ft fFF'tF ffP TTR FFF Ft IJRFtF RtFR Rt RTFRRt 
ORFF 4t FFtfF Ffnr rpr fp-T|prp ipiFfRRTT FTHT TR fti 
RtRTF R!TIF fFFT FT ft FTFTFr f ; T FFTf RF1TFF RTFF R 
TTRFT 7 fFffff 7 F HtJ FT# I RfR RTF Ff RTFIF-RTFF F SFT 7 
TFTStJFTfr if 3|fr fFTTf Ft fFirtFF F ~F7, FFf Ff FFITTFI R 
5PTRT if FR-Tjt TTFRltf q*FF Rjff Ft Ft, YoTro FIFTfVR 
STfsiFpr F Fit Ft Ft FT RR1FF-RFTF R FIT 4 FRF 4 Trtf- 
FF TjqRiU 3ITFFRT F W'FR T 7 'FFT^T iJRf FRF 

FT fFTT frfRT I 

TJ. fFFfa Y?fFF 

12 ’jfrr fF’fr 4t fFFt ff 4 4ff ttff pr ttrtf frtf 

jf 7 ! mf'FFTTt Ft 5TFRR FFT fTFT ^Rf’FTr, Frf^FTFFTsft FF 
Mti F W-|FTT FF FT FFTF % FRFF if Ff Ft FtFF 
F FTOR FT fFFTF F^tFF fFirffRT Ft Ft FT F|‘T fF fFFTFFTF- 
FTt Ft I fFTtF FfFT Ff IRFrFtr FT TF 7 tt FTR -tfF FPTT 
FFt tTRT 5R^F Ft Ft *T F?*fFa Ft FT I Ff WTifTFfFFtF 
FffFF FT FFTF'RiF FF Fff Ft ifFF FF F’FFT FRF F?F jftFT 
affr Frf F fsfF fw FFT ! FflRtf^F Ft 7 FTtF FTFF HTttff FTFF1 
Ofr THTtF if rnp Sff Ft FtFF Ff '^’T-'^ffr Vfm FTF f^WT FFT ( 

FT- t’lFT 

13 FtFRF ^Rt 3tfr ffRffT FPTF F Ff%F ^fFT 

=pr9f % F^nTF F f>V[ FtTTT F^F; tfitu ^FirlRFF TT ‘FF 

d(F ) { 2) F> RR TF T fFFF 1 1 % CTFFR. RtF irFFTtf FF1RRF 
if.' fFFfFFt fsrfe HFtf-FFTFr 3tR if TfFF ^HFtrrt -JTRWJ FRTF 
i('F FFFff FFF fTFT FFT Ft, ft Tit Ft f^FtT 7 .' F^t fFRF T 
FF 71 F Frf'FFFtr F TFTt FTF HTRIF FTRSH WTFTFtf T 7 
fFFR fTFT I FTF FT FTFf St T tfTTF FFF FVpT fFFfF 
TfFF FRFT FTFPF F?rFF if FF Ft *ft I 

R, YfTqF FlfTtF 

1-1. T* FT ft: FiFR fFffffTF fTFT FFT 5f, FTFT'F ’JRf (^FF- 
T^f FT 7 ft) Tt FjTFr 'FTT-FFfiJ t tf-TF FT' 7 f Ft Ft sfWr 
mpjftFt FftFF (Ft fT FTF-T^ft TRT ff TFT Ft) % FTF 
Bfff Ft I FTTflfifTF JnfgTFt F Yf^FF FlfFF TTRTF T Ff-HI 
ITT TTtt ft FRf 3 9 . S " i, TT T 7 ft fF>i I f' F ftFTt I 

s;. aft 

1 S, TTFFF fFFF I 8 "fr FFT 5W srfq # FT 7 " if Fit fFTrf 
fFWTT RTFI \ FT, “rtir fTFFt if TF FRTt FF TTtT nrrfFR @>ff 
FtFtfFft r F FifaTitt qf 7 f»Ff 7 ,m t : ffff wt fwft 
jfl I fan Tfrr RFFTF fit FTTIT 4f 7 FFF«r FfFIFT T faF 

^ FTFT 7 if FFFTf FFFFT F 7 FFF Ft FT TFTF Ft 7 

ftir H' Fl l ti if F 7 F T*TT7F;T F" 7 ffjf UPnT FF FfRFTtff qiqTF 
ft l” f'RTFT F 7 YCF Iff: F", TTTFffFF FIR FT FFTF F v 
f^rp- FRF if Ft F1FWF; FFFir "FTFT % fp YF FTF F.V 
tT ^TF ft FFT TFT fpF FF TttFTF F 'FTTF if f+FlT FFRF 


S TTtFfF TT FFfF-Fra'T FFT FTFF F'FIF 

17. (T) FrfFTFTFrFI F 'FRTF RFF 7 ^ f-T7 FfpR FFFTjf 
F’FTTTJT FF t tTTt FT Ff F;f TTTFTF F('f 1U 90-01 if 

1H2 Ilfi FT SF FT, 1041-H2 if FFTR 7S3 TfT.FF. FFT 

1992-93 F 7'M 98 FT.FF tt FFT I 

(>5) F fFTRF 7 , 149.3 % tf 7 TF RtF FTFFrtT FTRTp.. 

if RTFFT TF n<fR 2M7 FT. FF rs Ft I iTTFTF tt STIFF 
V FF t «PFi f'ff t Ttl'T^T 3TTFTF if 3Tlt fqTiqF 
qrr TRF Ft 1492 % FTrpj if F' >7 f F^f.F t TFT ipr F1FF 

FTF t FRTqF'T FF F T tp q^ft FFTY TT FFRiff ^tFT f. I 
FiF.'F FTFTF tf FTF FftT TTtt Ff Ft tt TF 7 !' if 1 9 90 FFT 
1943-9 1 % FIF Ft^FTTf «pfr FFTT S' I llfFF ttFF Ff 
1490 if 30 9 8 FIR 7 F(f TTt. YF FT, FF 199 1 if FFFR 

27S7 YTR 7 , 1992-9 3 ir F^YR 2 15 3 YTR 7 sftr Rf^- 

YF FFfF % YtrTF F5YR, 1945 YIF 7 I't Ft I *rt 1993-9 4 
if tfFF F FF 1990 % W4 if 20% 3ft 7 1992-93 % 

FFT*t 4 20.8% Ff FFf FTt I 

5. 1FFFF tf F^fF arV aPfFf -JFFtF 

14 Fit Fit Ft % fRF FpttF FFJtF H qjFlt, 1 9 92 if 
fir TFTYF rp 7 fprr I FpTff FJTTITF FTTllF FT YR Y'Fpq 

1992-93 (9 FTtFT) 4 80(1 n ,F Z( FT FFT 1993-94 

(F^R F faFTF 7 , 19 93 4) 15)2 FF S ^F1 fflFF >|fS: 

FT TFT I OTFFr RFF'tF 5 1 FfFUTF F 92 fFF5IF FR 

Si 

T, fFRl JT^fR 

1 9. Wit Ft Ft Fit ^,R fFRT 14 92-43 (9 Fjfcff) if 7 1 7 
FFtrjt Fit FFR f-'TTTF 7 , 199 3 R tfPF FTRT ] fiu 7 n F 
TT tT Ft I TF FRR YFF Fit FT 7, S Trr I 

? RtFF F^fR 

20- 'FTTRTF RFPT FF 1992-93 if FFFf fFRfq’t FT 

RTFFF 121.03 F. FfF flTT;l . F^JR F.ttT 4 TTITF FI I 

FF 1993-4.1 4 SlVrF RIFF 4 29° u Rt TF^rFR Fit FF4 i" 

RTFF ftp'(, f 8 5.90 7 . FIT fRFT. pft Ft fRFRT RTF [ 

R«pF RTF 4 F1FTF f4". FTF FIR TTTt 4f Ft Ft RTF St 

4 Rrt fF 7 .TFT 4 S I 
Of RTR F^fF 

2 1. fFFlR 3 1 FTR, 199 3 Ft Fit Fit Ft FT FFTFF 
Rpip- 140..3 FF it FI FV fFFIR 3 1 f^fR-Rj 1 4 93 Rt 
57 1 FF £t FT I 11F FFR YT-ir fl-.iJ 5, tr^ i = r , 



4 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY [Part I— Sec. 1J 


ff. smiTOn yt TOt TOyt TOtt TOTOnfTO: 

22 (y) ittf *pr^fMrf TO TO TOtj tTOt I, tR 1993-93 

TY1 1993-94 if (Tift §f I ff 1 ! 1 993-94 t 'EY TOtT TOyTO 

sifter? ?t gift TOftTOt tyr TOtfi frft sit 1992-93 

if 249.7 1 Rfa 7 Y& «ft, 1993 94 if YTYT 284.39 Ym 

tTO (ft t£ I rhnT TORRT TOt f^rDffrft if Yfit % YTT^T §YT I 

(a) W RYR, TOY Iff TTRR if TO tTO $ fTO, 

trrf fit TO TO i-TOiRi arciifnd TO 93 tr ^ «. 1 q * i-, 1 4 itR *imTO 
firTO TOyTO iff yt yrtt rtt £ 1 511 % RfTTTYRRT tr rTOy 
yTOj gTOrt Yt ytTO gifr 1 1 E4 fe^r yetTO it w *33 qrr 
tot Yrrr |:— 


nrftr 

^tW'T 'dfl <1^ 

T. TlftfYTr. 

TOtt TOt 

TOtt 

t. rTOTOyt. 

Ti, 93 

104-60 

94.41 

TOT, 93 

93 . 62 

84.40 

*Rr[TT, 9 3 

89 . 80 

81 . 20 

fTTRYT, 93 

85.41 

78.14 


tTOw yrTO t Yg tw t TO TO 1992-93 ir 121 
TR# TO TO TOffT *P^ TOTT TO, TYYt TO 1993-94 if TOt 
nrronff tytry if m?r «TOr *nf TO TO iff Iytyi TOtt % truer 
TRY TOT I TRTOy TlftT £RT $TYR TOyT if yTO TO TO, TOT 
TOT YTYtTO TOROSY % fTOTOTO 91 T 1 TORY if TOt yTO iff TO I 

Y. TTITRT HTTO TOt TOTO fTOt iW: 

23. TOltf^r srifaqilff t RTYT TO TOTOt $f YTTIT TOyTO 
t Y^J TOyTO TO YTt ^ W P W TOyT TO TYITTY TO TITO 
Yt fit RTT Hff TOY! RT W11 TOyT if Sift TO YYf TOA); TRY. 
yTOTO if ft tTO yTOy YSTY TTYlf 3TTT TTIlTOff YTf TO TO TO 
TOTOr TOTO TOtt % ttyr to ytyt 21,093 *. rTO ry TO 
TO I 

T > 

24 . ffrTOTO TOt if YTYTT YtRTOT if yTO yTO | TOt TTTTYY 
ST TOT TrTOt, TlftT TOftTOTO '4)7 YTTT TT^fTOf % YTTOff 
if tjsito gw froc iff HiRtr^ sifwiit if mr f% TTi^ffr 

sftTT ^ ftuW if RT^Yf $ frF TOTO "Y R riWy 1 ! TOTY «IT 
^frfTY, TOTTTOT, f^frort WlfT if sft »J(TR gTO TO |3TT fY 

RTOf 3«rtR Yt TYfft YfTOt TITTTTTffRT it 9d I ^7 TOTYT T7TO % 
ffY TOT TOfit Yft I RYj IjTYreTO Yt tfil #TO-TTO 9T fTOlt 
yto if Ay fw tot frorir fY TOtffiY f urr tottcy Yt 
Yt TOfifTOi frm fror tftt i 

TffT STYR, YTTrlfifT TTlfETYlff Yt RTYY YT TTAifTY 
firtY«f if TO YYT I TOY PtY yttot A Ayy fYSThT ir 
TOT TOYIT.Y1 y; YlTlftY SlffT ff ft I 

T. YTOT TTTOf£T 

2 5 . tot fYY TOT affTOTt it TrAy YTOY Yt YYf TOTtAy 
ItIy %, CTlYf ffrafmr Y^t TTOT, HTfilYTTr Y fTOTfTf<YT 
fTTO Yt KTOY if TTT: 


(i) tttot A yIto ifYrfr A fTO't f® rf t 

Atot rnA it yt? TO =TO wffJY A Iff TY ir A TTTTOfY 

TOTTTOrfsff if TiTOfi TO ftfiWrT H|Y Iyto; 

sfk 

(ii) SYfTOlTYt TRT TOTOTO TOY if TO YY YTYff fYY 

YTir % T>T TETtY TO ?OY f'.TY YTSY StTO YT fa TO TOT 

totk TO tTOf % f'Yf Yirr IyTO TOyy TO tott^y 

TTTOT Y TfR jf TO ’EY Y? Yfr T' Tiff TOT TTOY % 
TOTOfY ^ TOT ^ TOT TO f * 1 

T TRffnr Temr Y fYT 

20. (y) YRtATO U|-TO Yr TOjtT m Jt fE TOYFT TOf 
TO 'TO TRT Yt TOflTT fYqT Tr TY TOTO TRTOy TOtT 
Yt TYTOT TO TTOjr TT1 TRTtT TlTTf if T/f: TTt TOt 

tFtt RfFTETTO TO fTOPr TO Y TO TtfY ^«r % tototo ffY 
if t I 

(t) RtTOyiTO ir TOTO TO 'TRTfttff ttot ttot if YTf TO TO 
it TOEtTOt TOt TOrtTOr triTO % yVt ett iriTrFYT TO if 

TOR 'TftrrTTTYY fTTf'T YITR if TTY TTrTO Yt wTOTTT 
RfTPTaTOYTT TO RTrY TO TTYTT ^ I fYTJ Rtfr TOtR tTO 
| TO yrtTOTO tiTOt if ytTORt ttttt if TOTOr TTfreroi yt 
TO YTTOt I TOTOtYT To TYTO TTTTTtT, W^Y TO RTO 
TYTFT Yt YT TOT TO TTTOTT TrTO TY £t TOTOt YT TO 
TTY I S>TY TOtTO T yRt T ffT^T RET TOt YrT YTfTOr TrTt 
TO ttrt yTO Yr tow 'fit ^ TO' trTOt % tTOt Y f^rT 
TO TOyt tty TOt ifT tytt t rTOYTrTO Y TOt *qrTY TOycT 
TTTTlf r| 1 

(T) YT TOT Yt TOlt ^Y fY Tlf T'r Yt Yr YTt TOt 
TO TOfTOrTO TOt % far TfTO YR 6TTTT TftY TO Tf ^ 
TOt trTOy ttot tot fYt t? twiTO TO yy^ t tyUst 
RyFt # T^T TOf «, TrfaYRi' TRYTTl 5 IY Y'JT Y YtTY T 
TRY Y TffiT ^ TTfcY gt TR“ Y' YlYi TOTTYTr | I 

Y. toy YiFerf ^ firr ; 

27 (y) t TY TS|Y 11Y g fir TRTfrjt TTTY TPJ YYTT 
TRTfY TltTOfY fifT Y fYT« gtTT TYFfY TYT TTTTf Y 
YTOYTY YFtTOSr YT [ft TrRYt clYr ?YtTrfT Y T'TTfTYlYf 

% Ftt TOtt tFty TOtY TOt ^tT tttt y fTYf t Yt ^iIt 
TO ttyTO 

(nr) ?rTfTO yi? TYT | TO t-[Fyt YrY-*YrrrT tt 

urarfTT TOtt tty! Yt ^TrYtf-TT T§r Ygr wt tytt afR 

YtTfafir t Y TTTtTTTTO Y fifft % TOY Tt TY grfTYT 
TO TYT ^ TT TTff Yrt-iTfTTT % YT C TTOT 
R-fTOTaf yyTOt gt srrf TOt ttyi yAHr TOt TOfi 

Y^ Ttf Y YTT if YJ T'TO Yf TTTT | TO RE TTT 

TTO TSflT Y TfYT gtt t TTtrTTrTl Y TOR TOtT TOtT 

yt t TOY | ? wt^yrAt y 'TtyYyttrY y TOr fTOff TO 

YR t ffTTOSTY TYTr Y^fftTE TORY YTT t Y’fTt TOcjY 
TOY gfTO RYlfY YFRltiifTr^T TRTT YTT RY tRT Y’TT 
TOT | TOt TOTYRTT TY RjTt Y 'jt tTlftTT YTTT glTTT 

t I 

(y) tTO ftY ttniY tTOy yt totoy st r«t TO 
tat JR TO TITTOt T7RRTO YtT fTTrTYt tr yYy RfTTTRf 
YT tTO TO SITRtr, ^TO TEyTO I fY TOTT-^fa TOfTT T^TO I 
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[wr'T T—v* 1] 
iftwm : 

28(f) TTkFP J1Tf<JFRf ^’T kkn' FT Tg^TT S ft: 

(i) kk UkFpfV FUTpF b bklFFT % TITO T 

tniaftfr ukkr nyF 4 ft Fktr tf ftt /; 

(ii) TTPfk T«fk FT FTFfkF t^fTTF T5TTT 'TiT 

tfk 

(iii) cp=fk T7k fr jjf Trkkr iak ft M^nr 
srkk ft ft? 4 $£ £ i 


(^) ^ 

r, TrTpJFm ft kw % 

fF TUriT 

if TTTkTtsft TTk SHTT-r TT TTTT F FrfkfTTF 

TCI FT FTTTTUF 

FTifc trffitr srkntfr 

Ft TTUTffk fFTT ^T TtFfT 1 

(t) Fkr mkT 

Ft TWlfTF Wk 

TT FFk F kq 

srtftknrt F fakr ir 

STFkuT TT5T- T W IT r ;; F 

TTFT'TT UkrTF 

k i \ff tut# 4 TrffitfaTw TTbrFrrr kku 

Fpk, 'TUTUF 

Jpk UFT 'tMk FT 

TTfkT kFFFT fFEThk 

fFTT k: 


FT'Tt/ft A 

FTU fu JT €t 

TUTTOT UTq 

260 3 

81995 


18 3 4 

5777 1 

FfcTT FT urfFU 

7 69 

2422.1 


(t) kutfikk TifuFrh 4 **r 5im ft Mp frc fF ftt 
skm ttIft t ft w*f *kkT, $Tk fi p fm % ffirr 
tkkr jfkn i fai 4k T wkki f 4 shw 

tpt£ Furr ! th gpkT Tk-TTfa % Ftpr TkTf’k srrf 
Ftp Ft Tfk hk) fitt bFr ts i t? skP xbrn Trfkr 
k *pFT ETT TtT FT^TP Tktft^k TrftTFTTf 4 klP fFTt fF 
4 k FTTk") WTO TTPTkT kt ThU F TTTk TT 13,809 

f . irk 4%f r-r TTCTc'rtfr spf putt ttf i tsj ft tTtt- 
VTfF tf T F F FlT TF-U 2933. 40 ■ OS % 3kF fl mat |l 

(?• ) T? UPF 4k FTTTTt WTil b TT Ttt HT 4Tk 
fikTUFT qr Ft TUf £kr 4t TfJJTT FPTrf T gF qkf 
T^T f I 

(T ) Tkffik 'TST/kTtfTF TTF fFFP JT kp'i % 
TFPk % 1 JF Tk % 'Ftp TT Tf 4 | 4 k JTlfsr-FTTt FTTW 
JfVfaF ^TTri F fqTT Tkk FT TFT $ I 

4. F, FTTkr, Tuftf^J MlfblFKt 
kpprttr u*tt tp Tkk 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 30th August, 1994 
Preliminary Findings 

Subject : Anti-dumping investigation concerning im¬ 
port of Isobutyl Benzene originating from 
Peoples Republic of China—preliminary 

findings. 

No, 14[50|93[TDP— B, The Government of 
India.—Having regard to the Customs Tariff AC, 
1975 as amended in 1982 and the Customs Tariff 


(Identification, Assessment and collection of Duty 
or Additional duty on dumped articles and for deter¬ 
mination of Injury) Rules, 1985, 

C. Procedure.—(i) Whereas the Designated Autho¬ 
rity under the above Rules, received in August 1993 
a written complaint from the Indian IBB Manufac¬ 
turers’ Association, Bombay, who account for the 
total indigenous production of Isobutyl Benzene in 
India, alleging dumping of Isobutyl Benzene, (herein¬ 
after referred to as IBB) originating in the Peoples’ 
Republic or China; 

(ii) Whereas the Designated Authority announced 
by a Public Notice dated 7-1-1994 published in the 
Gazette of India, the initiation of an anti dumping 
proceeding concerning imports into India of IBB fail¬ 
ing under heading 2933.40 of Schedule T of Indian 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975 and No. 2933.04.08 under 
India Trade classification (Based on Harmonised 
Commodity Description and Coding System) originat¬ 
ing from the Peoples’ Republic of China. 

(iii) Whereas the Designated Authority officially ad¬ 
vised the concerned exporters and importers as known 
to the Designated Authority, the representatives of 
the exporting country and the complainant and gave 
them art opportunity to make their views known in 
writing and to request a hearing. 

(iv) Whereas the Designated Authority addressed 
the questionnaire to elicit relevant information from 
the following exporters : 

1. Mjs. Shenyong Pesticide Factory, China, 

2. M s. Sinoehem Liunoning, China. 

3. M|s. Sinoehem, Jilin Branch, China. 

4. M|s. Tiaijin Chemicals, Tiajanin, China, 

5. Mjs. Fushn No. 4 Chemical Plant, Fushan, 
China. 

6 M[s. Honshon Chemical Plant, Thiuan Pro¬ 
vince, China. 

(v) Whereas the Embassy of Peoples Republic of 
China in New Delhi was also informed about the 
initiation of investigation and was requested to advise 
the exporters [producers from China to respond to the 
questionnaire by 28th February, 1994. The last date 
for responding to the questionnaire was unialerally 
extended upto 31-3-94 to enable the exporters to 
send a response. The last date was again extended to 
30th April 1994 at the request of the Chinese 
Ministry of Foreign Trade and Economic Coopera¬ 
tion. Accordingly, the date of public hearing was also 
postponed from 18th April, 1994 to 18th May, 1994, 
The exporters neither sent in their response nor at¬ 
tended the public hearing held on 18th May, 1994. 

(vi) Whereas the questionnaire was also sent to 
the known importers and users of IBB and to the 
Bulk Drugs Manufacturers’ Association, Hyderabad. 
The p'ublic hearing held on 18th May, 1994 was at¬ 
tended by the representatives of the petitioner do¬ 
mestic industry and the following importers ; (i) M|s, 
Sumitra Pharmaceuticals and Chemicals Eld., (ii) 
M's. Chcminpr Drugs Ltd. and (iii) Mjs C. Well 
Drugs Pvt, Ltd. 
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2. The petitioners highlighted the following points : 

(a) That no representative of the exporter [exporting 
country i.e. Peoples Republic of China was present 
at the hearing nor did they respond to the question¬ 
naire; 

(b) That the export price of IBB originating from 
the Peoples’ Republic of China was continuously fal¬ 
ling and was also below their normal value; 

(c) That imports from China had caused material 
injury to the Indian producers in that the Indian pro¬ 
ducers had been compelled to reduce domestic price 
below their fair selling price and hence were sullering 
substantial losses; 

(d) That the provisions of Section 9B (1) of the 
Customs Tariff Act (proving of injury) were not ap¬ 
plicable to China in the absence of the relevant noti- 
cation by the Central Government. 

3. The views expressed by IBB importers and users 
and their association in the public hearing and in 
their written submissions were briefy as follows : 

(a) That the Government of India had notified 
Peoples Republic of China for the purpose of Section 
9B (1) of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 in June 1994 
and hence it was necessary to establish injury to the 
domestic industry. 

(b) That IBB wits imported for manufacture 
and export of Ibuprofen. India had emerged as a 
major producer and exporter of Ibuprofen after USA 
and UK. Imposition of anti dumping duty might 
affect exports of Ibuprofen causing problem to the 
usr industry. 

(c) That the Indian IBB manufacturers were not 
operating at optimum levels resulting in extra over¬ 
heads and high cost. 

(d) That there was inadequate material for de¬ 
termining normal value,, 

,fe) That the international prices of IBB were 
ruling at a similar level. 

Finding of the Designated Authority. 

4. The Designated Authority (D.A.), having con¬ 
sidered the arguments and counterarguments high¬ 
lighted above as well as having perused the relevant 
records, found that : 

(i) People Republic of China has been notified 
under Section 9B(1) and hence beeping in mind the 
MFN agreement, no procedural distribution should be 
made. Dumping, injury and causal relationship 
would, therefore, have to be proved. The Designat¬ 
ed Authority has gone by the above requirements 
as will be seen from the recitals below. 

(ii) The Indian IBB producers have had to sell 
below their Fair Selling Price has not been dis¬ 
puted. 

(hi) I fiat the cost of Indian IBB may not be 
optimum because of low capacity utilisation may be 
true in 1992-93. However, in 1993-94 the capacity 


utilisation was 92 per cent. The Designated Autho¬ 
rity has given due wcighlagc to this aspect while 
determing material injury to the domestic industry. 

(iv) The argument of the importers that there 
v\as inadequate material for determining norma) 
value was not substantiated. 

5. The D.A. sought and verified information 
deemed necessary for the purpose of the preliminary 
determination. To this end an investigation was 
carried dut at the premises of the following domestic 
producers: 

(i) M,s. Vinati Organics Ltd. 

(ii) M[s. Herdillia Chemicals Ltd. 

The investigation covered the period from 1st 
April, 1993 to 31st December, 1993. 

7. In the absence of any response from the expor¬ 
ters, the Designated Authority has made the prelimi¬ 
nary finding on the basis of the information availa¬ 
ble to it as per Rule 14 supra. 

E. Product under consideration, like product and 

Indian Industry : 

(a) Product under consideration and like pro¬ 
duct. 

8. The product covered by the investigation is 
Isobutyl Benzene falling under heading 2933,40 of 
schedule 1 of Indian Customs Tariff Act, 1975 and 
No. 2933.40.08 under Indian. Trade Classification 
(Based on Harmonised Commodity Description and 
coding system). 

9. This product is manufactured out of toluene, 
propylene, methanol, potassium carbonate, sodium 
metel etc. It is an organic, aromatic, neutral, colo¬ 
urless liquid having a specific gravity of around 
0.852. It is also known as 2-mothyl-l phcnylpro- 
penc. it is used in the manufacture of ibuprofenc- 
an analgesic, anti-inflammatory drug. By and large 
IBB exported from Peoples Republic of China is 
alike in all respects to the IBB produced and marke¬ 
ted in India. 

E. Indian Industry 

10. The petition has been filed on behalf of M[s. 
Vinati Organies Ltd., B-12 and B-1311, M1DC Indus¬ 
trial Area, Mahad-402301, Distt. Raigad, Maharash¬ 
tra and Mis. Herdillia Chemicals Ltd., Air India 
Building, Nariman Point, Bombay-400021. Jn 
India, IBB is manufactured by these two producers 
only and hence thev constitute domestic industry in 
accordance with Rule 2(c) of the Customs Tariff 
(Idciitiliatiou. Assessment end Collection of Duty or 
Additional Duty on Dumped Articles and lor Deter¬ 
mination of Injury) Rules, 1985. 

E. Normal Value : 

1. The petitioners did not furnish information on 
domestic prices of IBB in China nor did they furnish 
the comparable price of the product when exported 
to any other, third country, as China was a non¬ 
market economy. They had suggested that normal 
value be determined as per their Cost of productions. 
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As details of cost of production in China were also 
not available and as none of the exporters furnished 
factual information in response to the questionnaire 
sent to them, the Designated Authority decided to 
determine the normal value on the basis of best 
available information in India about the cost of pro¬ 
duction of IBB. The normal value was determined 
as the ex-factory level, 

G. Export Price : 

12. Since none of the exporters responded to the 
Authority’s request to make available the relevant 
information, the export price was determined on the 
basis of the price actually paid for the product sold 
as reported by the petitioners which were found to 
be reliable. The export price was also correlated 
with the data submitted by the three importers who 
responded to the questionnaire. 'The cif export 
price, was adjusted for insurance and freight for 
working out the f.o.b. price. The FOB price was 
treated as cx-Factory price in the absence of data 
on the cost of inland transportation. 

TT. Comparison - 

13. For the purpose of a fair comparison between 
the normal value and export price and in accordance 
with Section 9(A) (2) of the Customs Tariff Act 
and Rule 14 supra, the Authority took into account 
the best available information with it in the absence 
of any response from the exporters in People’s Re¬ 
public of China who were given ample opportunity 
to make available the relevant information from their 

^end. The average export price obtained daring the 
period of investigation was compared with Normal 
price. 

I. Dumping Margin : 

14. The Normal value (at ex-factory level) as 
determined above was compared with the average 
FOB price (which was also the ex-factory level 
price) obtained during the period of investigation. 
The Designated Authority determined the margin of 
dumping @ 39.5 per cent of lhe average cif value ot 
the imports. 

J, Injury : 

15. Under Rule 18 supra, when a finding of in¬ 
jury is arrived at, “such finding shall involve an 
examination of facts which the Designated Authority 
considers relevant under the circumstances including 
the volume of dumped imports and their effect on 
prices in the domestic market for like products and 
the consequent Impact of such imports on domestic 
producers of such products’’. In considering the 
effect of the dumped imports on prices, it is consi¬ 
dered necessary to examine whether there has been 
a significant price undercutting by the dumped im¬ 
ports as compared with the price of an identical pro¬ 
duct in India, nr whether Ihe effect of such imports 
is otherwise to depress prices to a significant degree 
or prevent price increases, which otherwise would 
have occured, to a significant degree. 

16. For the examination of the impact on the 
industry in India, the Designated Authority consi¬ 
dered such indices having a bearing on the state of 


industry as production trend, capacity utlisation, sales, 
stock, profitability and net sales realisation. 

K. Trend of Imports—Volume and Price effect 

17. (a) Petitioners have alleged that import of 
IBB originating from the Peoples’ Republic of China 
increased from 162.06 MT in 1990-91 to 783 MT. 
in 1991-92 and to 731.95 in 1992-93. 

(b) During April to December 1993, the imports 
from Peoples’ Republic of China declined to 287 MT. 
The reason for decline in imports, despite the decrease 
in ad verge import price, is attributable to the avail¬ 
ability of indigenous product at lower rate consequent 
upon the coming up of domestic industry in later 
half of 1992. The price of IBB from China has shown 
a marked decline between 1990 and 1993-94. The 
average price which was $ 3098 pet MT in 1990, 
cell to S 2757 in 1991, $ 2458 in 1992-93 and 
to 5 1945 per MT during (he period of investigation. 
The price in 1993-94 fell by 37 per cent with refer¬ 
ence to 1990 and by 20.8 per cent with reference to 
1992-93. 

L. Production Trend and Capacity Utilisation : 

18. The Indian industry for IBB started produc¬ 
tion only in July 1992. The total production of Iso- 
butvle benzene was 860 MT in 1992-93 (9 months) 
and 1512 MT in 1993-94 (April to December 1993) 
which shows a rising trend. The capactiy utilisation 
has increased from 54 per cent to 92 per cent, 

M. Sales Trend 

19. The total sales of IBB show a rising trend 
front 717 MT in 1992-93 (9 months) to 1607 MT 
during April-December 1993, 

N. Price Trend 

20. The Indian industry was able to realise 
Rs. 1213)3 per kg, on an average on its sales in 

1992- 93. In 1993-94, the average price fell to 
Rs. 85,96 per kg,, a fall of 29 per cent which is 
directly attributable to the fall in prices of IBB im¬ 
ported from Chnia, 

O. Stock Trend 

21. The closing stock of IBB was 140.3 MT on 
31st March 1993 and 5 7.4 MT on 31st December 
1993 showing a declining trend. 

P. Profitability Trend and Net Sales ReaPsation 

22. (a) Both the companies constituting the do¬ 
mestic industry incurred losses in 1992-93 and in 

1993- 94. The loss aggravated steeply in 1993-94 due 
to the lower average prices. The tola] losses increased 
from Rs. 249.71 lakhs in 1992-93 t 0 Rs. 284,39 lakhs 
in 1993-94 desphe increased production and sales. 

(b) The domestic industry has, thus, to reduce its 
selling prices substantially to, by and large, match it 
with the imported price uf IBB to remain in the mar¬ 
ket. This has resulted in huge losses to the newly 
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created domestic industry. The following table esta- of open and fair competition on the Indian market 
blishes this trend : * which is in the general in'erest of the country. 


Period 


Average Average 

lindtd price domestic price 


Rs, per kg. R». per kg. 

May 93 104,60 94.41 

June 93 93.63 84.40 

Oct. 93 89.SO 81.30 

Dec. 93 85 41 78.14 


It is evident lrom the above that the average do¬ 
mestic price of Rs. 121 in 1992-93 had to be brought 
down in 1993-94 in line with the failing prices of IBB 
from Peoples Republjc of China. Evcrtime the price 
was reduced by the Indian industry, the prices were 
further reduced by the exporter lrom Peoples Re¬ 
public of China. 


0. Cost of Production mid Fair Selling Price 

23. The Designated Authority found that the fal¬ 
ling import prices prevented the domestic prices from 
increasing to meet even the cost ol production. The 
price suppression was aiound Rs. 21,0931- PMT based 
on the Fair Selling Price of IBB produced by the most 
efficient unit among the domestic producers. 


(b) The Authority recognised ttat the impositon 
of anti dumping duties might affect the price levels of 
the products manufactured out of IBB and exported 
and consequently might have some influence on rela¬ 
tive competitiveness of their pr: ducts in the export 
market. However, it is not envisaged that fair compe¬ 
tition, on the Indian market will be reduced by the 
anti tumping measures particularly if the levy of the 
anti dumping duty is limited to the amount necessary 
to redress the injury. On the contrary, the removal 
of the unfair advantages gained by dumping practices 
is designed to prevent the decline of the Indian in¬ 
dustry and thus to help maintain the availability of 
tne widest choice to the consumers. 

(c) In view of the fact that when capacity has 
been created for the first time to manufacture IBB 
indigenously, the Indian industry has been forced into 
the unhealthy situation caused by the dumped im¬ 
ports, lhe Authority considers that in the absence 
of intervention, the disappearance of Indian industry 
is qute possible. This could lead to reduction of the 
choice of suppliers which is not m the interest of 
users. 

U. Interest of other parties: 


R. Injury 

24. Even though the quantum of Imports from 
China have come" down and factors such as produc¬ 
tion, capacity utlisation, sales and stock trend of the 
domestic industry have shown improvement, the De¬ 
signated Authority found that price was the most im¬ 
portant factor to customers in determining the source 
of supply. Therefore, the improvement in production, 
duction, sales etc. were a direct consequence of the 
lowering of the prices by domestic industry to match 
the imported price. The domestic producers have been 
pievented from selling at a price level which would 
allow reasonable profit to even the most efficinet 
Indian producer. The Designated Authority is, _ thus, 
led to the inescapable conclusion that the pricing of 
the dumped imports have caused material injury to 
the domestic producers. 

S. Causal Fink 

25. In determining whether material injury to 
indian industry was caused by the dumped imports, 
the Authority took into account the following facts : 

(i) Price depression or imports which oceured 
over the last few years became more severe since the 
two Indian producers started manufacturing Isobutyl 
benzene ; and 

(n) Price undercutting by these exporters, below 
normal value forced the domestic industry to reduce 
its selling price to a level helow its cost of prucnic- 
tion to market Us product and coincided with the 
coming into existence of the domestic industry. 

T. Tndi n TrdnMrv’s Interest 

26. (a) The purpose of anti dumping duties is in 
general to eliminate dumping which is causing injury 
to the Indian industry and to reestablish the situation 


27. (a) Arguments have been raised that the 
imposition of anti dumping measures would be contrary 
to the Indian public interest because they would result 
in less competition, higher prices for consumers of 
Ibuprofen and may harm India’s exports. 

(b) Although it is clear that price advantages based 
on unfair practices are unjustifiable and may in the 
longer term be harmful even to the interest of con¬ 
sumers when they have the effect on weakening 
competitors and promoting their disappearance. There 
has been earlier experience in many commodities that 
once the domestic industry disappeared prices were 
artificially increased for the consumers. Tn any case 
for the consumers of Ibuprofen the imposition of pro¬ 
tective or punitive measures will not result in substantial 
higher prices since Isobutyle benezenc is only one of 
the raw materials which had to be processed before 
reaching the consumer. 

(c) As far as the processing industry is concerned, 
the extent of any price ris; is expected to be limited 
in view of the fact that a competition between the 
Indian producers and exporters will not be reduced. 

Finding : 

28. (a) The Authority accordingly has conn; to 
the eonslusion that: 

(i) Exporters from Peoples’ Republic of China 
have sold TBB in India below normal value; 

(ii) the Indian industry has suffered material 
injury; and 

(in) that the dumped imports were the cause of 
the material injury suffered by Indian 
industry. 
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(b) In conclusion, the Authority considers that the 
imposition of anti-dumping measures in the present 
case will reestablish fair competition by eliminating 
the injurious effects of dumping practices, 

(cj The Authority considers it necessary to impose 
a provisional anti dumping duty in order to remove 
the material injury to the domestic industry. The ex¬ 
port price, normal value and the margin of dumping 
in this case were determined by the Designated 
Authority as : 



$jMT 

Rs.jMT 

Normal value 

2603 

81995 

Export Price 

1834 

57771 

Margin of Dumping 

769 

24224 


(d) The Designated Authority considered whether 
a duty lower than the dumping margin would be 
enough to remove the injury. For this purpose, the 


average landed price of the Chinese imports was com¬ 
pared with the fair selling price of IBB produced 
during the period of investigation, This difference was 
less than the dumping margin and accordingly the 
Designated Authority considers that an anti dumping 
duty of Rs. 13,809 per MT be imposed on imports 
of JBB orginating in the Peoples Republic of China 
falling under Code No. 2933.40.08 of the Custom 
Tariff. 

fe) This duty would also be applicable to new or 
any other exporter from People Republic of China 
who are not parties to the present proceedings, 

(f) The partiesjexporters concerned may make 
known their views and apply to be heard orally by 
the Authority within one month of the publication of 
this finding. 

J. K. BAGCHI, Designated Authority of anti 
Dumping Additional Secy. 
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